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The use of financial restitution sentences primarily with white middle class offenders raises equity issues. How can the court avoid discrimina ing against poor (and often minority) offenders who cannot afford to mak monetary restitution? Part of the appeal of community service sentence appears to be their feasibility for rich and poor alike. Other equity issue include the implications of imposing more severe sentences on those wh refuse a community service option and questions of how to sanction thos who fail to complete a restitution sentence.
PERCEPTIONS OF THE FAIRNESS OF RESTITUTION SENTENCES: PUBLIC AND OFFENDERS
Several surveys have indicated that various segments of the public regar restitution as a fair sanction. Hudson, Chesney, and McLagen (1977), f( example, found that state legislators and correctional administrators suj port the use of restitution, particularly with property offenders. Similarly Gandy (1975) found support for restitution among police officer: students, women's club members, and probation and parole officers.
Two recent studies shed light on the reactions of sentenced offenders 1 restitution. Thorvaldson (1979a) found that recipients of community se: vice orders in Britain perceived the reparative principle in their sentena (as distinguished from the helpfulness goal of probation and the punith goal perceived by recipients of fines). They were more positive towar their sentences than were recipients of probations or fines, although con munity service only weakly affected offenders' attitudes toward the crim nal justice system.
Hudson and Galaway's survey (1980b) of offenders and victims in 1 widely diverse restitution projects found strong support for the use < financial restitution and community service sentences. Sixty-one percei of the offenders (and 60 percent of the victim respondents) thought the financial restitution sentence had been fair; an even greater proportion i those sentenced to community service (79 percent) viewed it as a fair san< tion, and 71 percent regarded it as a useful or very useful experieno Hudson and Galaway believe that the strong support of community servk is related to the choice given offenders in their service activities, the fai that rich and poor alike may "pay their debt to society" in this way, an the usefulness of the community service experience.
THE NATIONAL ASSESSMENT OF ADULT RESTITUTION PROGRAMS
Evaluations of the activities and effectiveness of individual restitution pr< grams are few and flawed. To determine how restitution sanctions are bi regularity, program guidelines, the delimitation of the uses of these sentences.stitution as an alternative sentence that may limit the >pe and severity of court-imposed sanctions, restitution programmingion rate. Further analysis, controllingtimization Rates and Neighborhood Characteristics: Some Preliminary Findings. Paper presented at the meeting of the American Society of Criminology, Dallas, Tex., 1978.e Wolfgang et at. (1972) report. Cannot be retrieved from their published material.
